
NOTES 

RATIONAL AND IRRATIONAL DISCUSSION OF ORGONE BIOPHYSICS 

One often hears it said that the field of 
natural science is free of irrationalism, that 
neurotic, irrational thinking is found only 
in mentally disturbed people. This, of 
course, is erroneous. The basis of irrational 
thinking is the biopathic character struc-
ture. Since the overwhelming majority of 
people have such a character structure, it 
goes without saying that the field of nat-
ural science is not exempt from irrational 
thinking. One cannot distinguish between 
natural science on the one hand and bio-
pathic thinking disturbances on the other. 
One can only distinguish good natural 
science and poor natural science. The good 
scientist is that researcher or professional 
specialist who is aware of the irrationalism 
in his thinking and in his work, who 
knows and masters it. The poor scientist 
is the one who denies the general existente 
of irrationalism and limits it to psychiatric 
patients. As a matter of fact, one meets 
irrational thinking no less frequently in 
scientific circles than in the so-called lay 
circles. This is so for the following reasons: 
Every scientist has his "personal equation." 
He feels every statement which limits ar 
corrects his specialty to be a threat to his 
person or profession. For this reason, his 
"criticism" is often irrational; its motiva-
tion has nothing to do with the objective 
facts. Often, the specialty serves the pur-
pose of personal self-assertion. Inferiority 
feelings, sexual disturbances, professional 
inadequacy are drowned out by a dignified 
attitude of knowing everything or of 
knowing everything better, or by rigid, 
sterile, academie "scepticism." In many 
cases it is simply the fear of uttering an 
independent opinion which makes the sci-
entist behave in an unscientific manner. 
In other cases the fear of so-called public 
opinion interferes with the formation of 
scientific judgments. The following two 
groups of queries make citar the differ- 

ence between rational and irrational dis-
cussion. 

A. RATIONAL DISCUSSION 

Q. 1f cancer is due to stasis and stifled 
cells caused by lack of sexual gratification, 
how can a little boy of 5 develop cancer? 

A. In formulating chis question, the fact 
is overlooked that "sexuality" is not re-
stricted to the adult, but is a quality of 
every living organism and every one of its 
cells. Therefore, a boy of 5 can suffer from 
sexual stasis; in fact, most children at this 
age do. Children between the ages of 3 and 
5 go through a period of intense sexual 
excitation. If their pleasure mechanism, in 
particular, their masturbation, is disturbed, 
they develop a chronic biophysical con-
traction, and with that, the biopathic basis 
of cancer is established. But there is an-
other possibility for a child to develop 
cancer. If the mother, during the preg-
nancy, had T-bacilli in her blood, she may 
have transmitted them to the child, thus 
predisposing it for cancer. This process is 
not "hereditary" in the strict sense of the 
word, but a true infection; an infection 
not with cancer cells—which are not in-
fectious—but with the T-bacilli which may 
give rise to cancer. 

Q. If a cancerous cell disintegrates into 
T-bacilli and strongly blue PA bions, why 
doesn't Me strong radiation destroy Me 
T-bacilli? 

A. The blue bions do in fact kill the 
T-bacilli. But in this process the bions lose 
their orgone charge and disintegrate them-
selves finto T-bacilli; for this reason, the 
number of T-bacilli, instead of decreasing, 
increases. In the fight against the T-bacilli, 
the organism uses up large amounts of its 
orgone energy; this expresses itself in the 
process of cachexia. In orgone thcrapy, we 
provide orgone from the outside, so that 
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the organism does not have to deplete its 
own energy reserves. This is the principie 
of orgone therapy in cancer. 

Q. If Me more strongly charged edis 
absorb Me energy of Me weaker ones, why 
do Me strong healthy cells lose their vigor 
in Me fight against cancer? Or are Me dis-
integratin; cedi nuclei so strongly over-
charged that they draw on the energy of 
Me healthy ones? 

A. This is a highly pertinent question to 
which there is as yet no definite answer. It 
is true that the strongly charged cells or 
bions kill the T-bacilli according to the 
basic law that the stronger orgonotic sys-
tem withdraws energy from the weaker 
system. But it is also true that in this 
process the cell or bion itself disintegrates. 
This is an observable fact. Why this is so 
cannot definitely be stated at present. 

Q. What biological explanation is there 
for Me well-known experiente that one is 
definitely attracted physically only by one 
person out of, say, too, out of which 8o 
will leave one com pletely indifierent and 
Me rest are even repulsive? 

A. The biological explanation of this 
phenomenon is the fact that more than 8o 
out of roo people are orgastically impotent. 
Genuine physical attraction takes place 
only among this minority. If, instcad, the 
majority of people were sexually healthy, 
sexual attraction would be correspondingly 
common, and it would be that much easicr 
for people to find satisfactory sexual part-
ners. Many people fear that in that case 
there would be increased promiscuity. The 
exact opposite would be true. The gener-
ally prevalent neurotic promiscuity would 
then disappear, because its basis, the frantic 
search for a suitable partner on the part of 
a frustrated organism, would be elimi-
nated, and there would be a basis for 
healthy, more Iasting relationships. h is 
necessary to point this out again and again 
because the moralista continue to argue  

that sexual chaos would ensue if people 
were sexually healthy. 

Q. As to Me inhibitions of the respira-
tory organs: I was thinking about it long 
before I heard abou: vegetotherapy. I knew 
pcople developing Mis kind of inhibition 
only atter having started to share their 
beds with a loved person. The one case 
was a young man whose unsuspecting 
parents slept in Me next roam and no 
noise was to make them suspect, Me other 
was a young wife tubo lived with her 
husband in a boarding house where con-
necting doors were covered with the ward-
robes only. The third case was a very lively 
young woman whose (phallic-narcissistic?) 
husband would mock her about her cries 
in orgastic moments. In Me end they sepa-
rated and within a year her respiratory 
inhibitions ceased nearly com pletely. Can 
Me causes indicated here be the right ones? 

A. The causes you mention are impor-
tant in that they aggravate and anchor or-
gastic impotente; bui they are not the 
primary causes. The primary causes lie in 
the sex-negative upbringing of children 
which causes pleasure anxiety and a gen-
eral contraction of the biological system, 
and, with that, incapacity for sexual grati-
fication. Healthy people who managed to 
escape the effects of these primary factors 
are better able to arrange their lives in such 
a manner that the secondary, social factors 
you mention do not play any decisivo role. 
On the other hand, it is a fact that most 
pcople live under very poor scx-hygienic 
conditions which thcy are unable to alter 
either for reasons of their neurosis or for 
purely socio-economic reasons. It goes 
without saying that sexual gratification is 
impossiblc under conditions where one has 
to listen for fear of being disturbed or has 
to watch oneself for fear of being heard. 

Q. A man of over 40 with hypotrophia 
adiposogenitalis whose cens ought to be 
undercharged, who ought to be easily at- 
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tacked by diseases, mental and physical, 
was in fact never ill in his life (apart from 
some ateroma of the scalp). He is in fact 
a man of wide interests, high intelligcnce 
and rather happy in a conternplative way. 
He is a much appreciated creative artist 
who finds great delight in his work. How 
does ali Mis conform with Me findings of 
the Institute? 

A. This question cannot be answered 
conclusively because we have had no vege-
totherapeutic experience with hypotrophia 
adiposogenitalis. But it can be assumed 
that it is just the undercharge, that is, the 
absence of overcharge or sexual stasis, 
which makes such an individual "contem-
plative" and "rather happy." We have 
every reason to doubt that this is a genuine 
happiness as it results from a deep satisfac-
tion of the biological system. Character-
analytic experience shows that there is a 
kind of superficial happiness which covers 
up a deep depression and resignation. Re-
sides, it should not be assumed that every 
andercharged organism of necessity de-
velops a shrinking biopathy. 

B. IRRATIONAL DISCUSSION 

Argument: If Me orgone radiation is 
present everywhere, it cannot come directly 
from Me sun and is not restricted to ar-
ganic matter. It would have to be shown 
that where it does not exist, life is not 
possible. 

Answer: From the statement that the 
orgone energy is present everywhere it fol-
lows logically that it also can come from 
the sun. The "critic" apparently has not 
conscientiously studied the article on the 
discovery of the orgone. For there it was 
said that cellulose and other organic sub-
stances, when subjected to direct sun radi-
ation, absorb an energy which causes—
without friction—a deflection of the elec-
troscope. The statement that the orgone 
energy is "not restricted to organic matter" 
sounds like a criticism of a contention 
which was never made, namely, that the  

orgone energy appears only in connection 
with organic life. If the "critic" had really 
studied the article, he would have found 
that it was described as a specific biological 
energy which governs living matter and 
"would have to exist in nanÁiving nature, 
independently of Me living organism." 
(Cf. This Journal i, 1942, 114, point 2, 3, 

and to). More than that, the functioning 
of the orgone in the realm of the living 
as well as the non-living is postulated 
there; it has already been demonstrated in 
the realm of the non-living. 

Argument: Must the living organism re-
ceive Me radiation as nourishment, and 
does Me presence of radiation efiects in the 
proximity of strongly vital cells simply 
meara an excess in radiation, or is Me radia-
tion produced by the living organism? If 
so, out of what? From other kinds of 
radiation or from caloric energy? 

Answer: If the orgone energy is de-
scribed as the "specific biological energy"; 
if it is pointed out repeatedly that "some-
thing" has to be added to the non-living 
protein in order to make it pulsate; if 
pulsation is the basic manifestation of liv-
ing matter, the question answers itself: 
Orgone is not a "nourishment" which has 
to be taken up by the organism like pro-
tein; it is the principie of living function-
ing itself. Our "cr-itic" fails to combine the 
various manifestations into a whole. Once 
the first error in thinking is made, namely, 
that there is a living organism here and an 
orgone energy, which is taken up as 
"nourishment," there, any number of er-
roneous conclusions follow autornatically: 
then, the radiation (though it is the specific 
biological energy) can be "produced" by 
living systems which exist by themselves, 
i.e., without orgone. Then, orgone can 
derive from other kinds of radiation or 
from caloric energy, and we are caught in 
mechanistic thinking according to which 
a living organism can, by itself and ab ovo, 
exist without a specific bio-energy, and 
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according to which it eats "in order to pro-
duce" orgone energy. This is metaphysical 
thinking. According to this thinking, the 
orgone energy appears as a thing separate 
from life, and a superfluous luxury, as it 
were, for a living organism is assumed 
which is a living organism even in the 
absence of orgone. In this way, things be-
come hopelessly cornplicated. For now we 
have discovered a "specific biological 
energy" which first has to be produced by 
a living organism which is governed by 
another principie. This deprives it of its 
essential character, that of being Me life 
energy. Thus, the problem of the life 
energy remains unsolved. That is, our 
"critic" fails to comprehend the simplifica-
tion of the whole biological problem which 
results from the discovery of the orgone; 
he fails to use it for a se-orientation in the 
hitherto not understood caloric and other 
functions of the organism. He attempts to 
derive the orgone energy from the second-
ary life manifestations, instead of reducing 
the mechanical and chemical phenomena 
to a functioning life energy. Thus he 
comes to speak of a specific biological 
energy which has nothing to do with living 
fu nc tio ni ng. 

Argument: The simplest assumption 
would be that the living cell differs from 
non-living matter in that á produces a spe-
cific radiation. One need not assume that 
Me sun has anything to do with it. 

Answer: There is no reason why this 
assumption should exclude the role of the 
sun. (In addition, the solar origin of the 
orgone has been demonstratcd.) That the 
living function has sornething to do with 
the sun energy has been evident in ali 
branches of natural science for a long time; 
only, it was not known what the connec-
tion was. The discovery of the orgone pro-
vides the answer : The orgone functions in 
the organism, but also in its non-living 
environment, and it also comes from the 
sun. To exclude the sun does not simplify  

but complicate the problem which was 
solved by the discovery of the orgone, For 
in this case the living organism must again 
be invested with an unknown energy. 
Thus, one cannot say that it would be 
"the simplest assumption" to exclude the 
sim; more than that, doing so would be 
like building and furnishing a house after 
having lived in the jungle, and destroying 
it as soon as it is finished. 

Argument: It could be that the living 
cedi emits a specific radiation, but that it 
derives Me energy for Mis radiation sorne-
how from Me sun (secondary excitation, 
fluorescence). 

Answer: This formulation is correct ex-
cept for the word "fluorescence" which has 
nothing to do in this context. What is 
wrong is not the formulation, but its 
proclamation in the form of a correction 
or amplification of the article under dis-
cussion. For the article states precisely that 
which the discussant seems to introduce as 
a new thought: namely, that the organism 
radiates an energy which it derives from 
the sun (in the narrower sense of direct 
sun radiation and the wider sense of the 
derivation of ali matter and energy from 
the sun). One cannot proclaim a statement 
under discussion as one's own contribution. 

Argument: As to Me flickering in the 
sky. The night sky shows a certain degree 
of light even between stars. This can be 
explained purely astrophysically (diffuse 
light). The flickering is light and change 
of brightness; Me light is explained astro-
physically and Me change of brightness 
ten.estrically. 

Answer: In the article, the flickering in 
the sky was explained by the newly dis-
covered orgone; the interpretation by 
"diffuse light" was explicitly refuted as 
incorrect. Now, if somebody provides a 
new interpretation (orgone) for a known 
phenomenon, the critic must prove a) that 
the old interpretation was adequatc, and 
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b) the flickering has nothing to do with 
the orgone. 

The old interpretation of the flickering 
must adduce contentions from various 
fields, that is, it is complicated. The con-
cept of "diffuse light" itself demands an 
explanation. What is "diffuse light"? 
Similarly, the terrestrial "change of bright-
ness" would have to be explained itself 
before it could possibly explain the flicker-
ing. The atmospheric orgone, which is 
visible and measurable, makes these com-
plicated assumptions unnecessary. Our 
critic prefers to adhere to the complicated 
and unsatisfactory and overlooks the ad-
vantages of the new discovery which 
makes all the previous complicated as-
sumptions unnecessary. He thinks of "ter-
restrial magnetism" and forgets that no-
body has as yet found out where this 
"magnetism" comes from, what it is and 
how it comes about. Incidentally, the 
"flickering of the stars" can also be seen on 
a planetarium sky, as a result of the move-
ment of the orgone, as well as in the 
orgone accumulator. 

Argument: One experimentei tried for 
a full 45 minutes to see the flickering in 
Me dark, but with negativo result. 

Answer: It is quite impossible to judge 
a discovery such as the orgone by sitting 
in the dark once for 45 minutes. The dis-
coverer spent several hours daily in the 
dark for 2 years before he was sure of his 
findings. In order to make it easier for 
others, he constructed an orgone box which 
makes the seeing of the orgone quite 
simple. 

Argument 1: How can a radiation be 
demonstrated objectivety? 
Photographic plate: existente 
Spectroscope: wave length 
Photomcter: energy 
Polarisator: polarization, coherence. 

Argument 2: tf it is a matter of cor-
puscles: 

Mass spectrograph: mass and vdocity 
Electromagnetic field: change. 

Argument 3: With regard to points 
and 2, the various tests for penetration 
would have to be carried out (glass, quartz, 
aluminum foil, monomolecular metal loas). 

Argument 4: Experiments in vacuum 
should be carried out in order to exclude 
absorption. 

Answer to points i to 4: This critic 
shows a methodological ignorance which 
seems incredible in a scientific specialist. 
Such argumentation is similar to the fol-
lowing: 

A psychoanalyst tells an experimental 
psychologist that the child has a sexuality. 
The psychologist objects as follows: "You 
cannot make such a contention. First you 
have to make Wundt's test XYZ." Or: A 
mountain climber attempts to climb Mt. 
Everest (a task which lends itself well to 
the comparison with orgone research). He 
has to find an altogether new path. An-
other mountain climber hears about it and 
says: "But that's nonsense. Why doesn't 
he use the railway to the Jungfrau?" 

This critic either has not read the article 
or has not understood it at all. It was stated 
explicitly that usual routine methods were 
not .applicable and that they had failed; 
that it was a matter of a fundamentally 
new form of energy; that methods for its 
investigation had to be worked out; that 
some positive photographic demonstrations 
had been achieved; that further experi-
mental results were forthcoming; that the 
newly discovered energy is present every-
where and therefore cannot be delimited; 
that, consequently, it cannot simply be 
investigated with apparatus which are 
adapted only to delimited manifestations 
such as radium rays. This specialist did not 
take the trouble to use the arrangement 
described in the article in order to learn 
to see and observe the energy before form-
ing opinions. 

Argument: With regard to the motion 
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of luminous vapors: If it is a mana- of 
rays, these would always inove at a tre-
mendous speed; only Me emitters can 
move slowly like vapor. 

Answer: The contention that, if it is a 
matter of rays, siou, movement is impossi-
ble, shows a prejudiced attitude. First, the 
fact that known kinds of rays move rapidly 
does not permit the conclusion that the 
existente of a slowly moving energy is out 
of the question. Second, in the monograph, 
EXPERIMENTELLE ERCEBNISSE ÜBER DIE ELEK-

TR/SCHE FUNKTION VON SEXUALITAT UND 

ANGST, the slow movement of the bio-
logical energy was demonstrated photo-
graphically (some of these photographs 
were reproduccd and described in THE 
FUNCTION OF THE ORGASM, 1942). Third, 
the problem of the slowness of biophysical 
movement (e.g., of the intestines), as con-
trasted with electromagnetism, was spe-
cifically mentioned (FUNKTION OF THE OR- 

GASM, p. 339 f.). Fourth, it seems in itself 
unlikcly that an energy moving at the 
speed of light would govern the living 
processes, since the slow, wave-like organic 
movement must of necessity be thought of 
as an expression of the biological energy. 
Fifth, the investigation of the movement 
of the orgone energy is still in process. An 
objection to the effect that it might be 
bettcr not to speak of "radiation" in the 
case of the orgone would have been more 
reasonable. 

Argument: The clectroscope experi-
menta are not done exhaustively enough; 
there are any number of possible variations 
of Me experiment. 

Answer: This criticism is premature. It 
was said explicitly that the experiments 
are being continued, and that the publica-
tion of the findings is going to be con-
tinued. 

"NUTTIER THAN A FRUIT CAKE" 

The following review of Wilhelm Reich: 
THE FUNCTION OF THE ORGASM was written 
by Martin Grotjahn and published in 
Psychosomatic Medicine 5, 1943, 309 f• 

Anyone who limits bis reading to the 
study of scientific books is warned against 
Wilhelm Reich's new book "The Func-
tion of the Orgasm." Other people, how-
ever, who read not with deadly serious-
ness, but with an adventurous spirit might 
try to read it. They should know from the 
beginning that the book is most certainly 
nuttier than a fruit cake. It is intended as 
a scientific contribution to psychosomatic 
medicine. Actually it is a surrealistic crea-
tion. It is published by the "Orgone Insti-
tute Press" which is the publishing house 
of the "International Institute for Sex 
Economy and Orgone Research." It is 
not the translation of the German book 
which W. Reich published in 1927 under 
the same tido and which became a land-
mark in psychoanalysis as a therapeutic  

and scientific technique, deeply influencing 
almost the entire generation of younger 
psychoanalysts. Now W. Reich is beyond 
reason and has peculiar dreams about 
"bions" which are primitive living organ-
isms created in a test tube. The radiating 
energy inhabiting the bions is called "or-
gone." Their energy is derived from sand, 
but was later found to be present in the 
sai!, the atmosphere, the sun radiation, and 
in the living organism. The orgones look 
blue according to the author who claims 
to have seen them. Pleasure and anxiety 
are the basic excitations or emotions of the 
living substance. The bio-electric function-
ing of emotions makes them part of the 
general electric process of nature. On the 
balis of this general frame-work the medi-
cine of the future is conceived. There is 
no doubt that some of the details on these 
368 pages arouse the same fascinating in-
terest with which an analyst listens to the 
strange associations of a patient. 
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Projeto Arte Org 
Redescobrindo e reinterpretando W. Reich 
 
Caro Leitor 
Infelizmente, no que se refere a orgonomia, seguir os passos de 
Wilhelm Reich e de sua equipe de investigadores é uma questão 
bastante difícil, polêmica e contraditória, cheia de diferentes 
interpretações que mais confundem do que ajudam. 
Por isto, nós decidimos trabalhar com o material bibliográfico 
presente nos microfilmes (Wilhelm Reich Collected Works 
Microfilms) em forma de PDF, disponibilizados por Eva Reich que 
já se encontra circulado pela internet, e que abarca o 
desenvolvimento da orgonomia de 1941 a 1957. 
 
Dividimos este “material” de acordo com as revistas publicadas 
pelo instituto de orgonomia do qual o Reich era o diretor. 
01- International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research 
(1942-1945). 
02- Orgone Energy Bulletin (1949-1953) 
03- CORE Cosmic Orgone Engineering (1954-1956)  
 
E logo dividimos estas revistas de acordo com seus artigos, 
apresentando-os de forma separada (em PDF), o que facilita a 
organizá-los por assunto ou temas. 
Assim, cada qual pode seguir o rumo de suas leituras de acordo 
com os temas de seu interesse. 
Todo o material estará disponível em inglês na nuvem e poderá ser 
acessado a partir de nossas páginas Web. 
 
Sendo que nosso intuito aqui é simplesmente divulgar a orgonomia, 
e as questões que a ela se refere, de acordo com o próprio Reich 
e seus colaboradores diretos relativos e restritos ao tempo e 
momento do próprio Reich. 
Quanto ao caminho e as postulações de cada um destes 
colaboradores depois da morte de Reich, já é uma questão que 
extrapola nossas possibilidades e nossos interesses. Sendo que 
aqui somente podemos ser responsáveis por nós mesmos e com 
muitas restrições. 
 
Alguns destes artigos, de acordo com nossas possiblidades e 
interesse, já estamos traduzindo.  
Não somos tradutores especializados e, portanto, pedimos a sua 
compreensão para possíveis erros que venham a encontrar. 
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Em nome da comunidade Arte Org. 
Textos da área da Orgonomia Bifísica. 
Texts from the area of Biphysical Orgonomy 
---------------------- 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research 
------------------- 
Orgone Biologics 
------------------- 
01 Walter Frank. Vegetoterapy 1942 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 
1 1942 
Interval 70-92 Pag. 65-87 
 
02 Wilhelm Reich. The Discovery of the Orgone 1941 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 
2 1942 
Interval 12-36 Pag. 108-130 
 
03 Wilhelm Reich. The Carcinomatous Shrinking Biopathy 1942 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 
2 1942 
Interval 37-61 Pag. 131-155 
 
04 Mary Robert. Shock Therapy as a Subjective Experience 1942 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 
2 1942 
Interval 62-68 Pag. 156-162 
 
05 Wilhelm Reich. The Natural Organization of Protozoa from Orgone Energy 
Vesicles (Bions) 1942 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 
3 1942 
Interval 1-33 Pag. 193-255 
 
06 William F. Thorburn. Mechanistic Medicine and the Biopathies 1942 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 
3 1942 
Interval 65-66 Pag. 257-258 
 
07 Theodore P. Wolfe. A Sex-Economic Note on Academic Sexology 1942 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 
3 1942 
Interval 67-73 Pag. 259-265 
 
08 Wilhelm Reich. Experimental Orgone Therapy of the Cancer Biopathy (1932-
1943) 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 2 Number 
1 1943 
Interval 6-96 Pag. 1-92 
  
09 Lucille Bellamy. Vegetotherapeutic Gymnastics 1943 
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International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 2 Numbers 
2 3 1943 
Interval 49-55 Pag. 141-147 
 
10 Theodore P. Wolfe. Mis Conceptions of Sex-Economy as Evidenced im Book 
Reviews 1943 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 2 Numbers 
2 3 1943 
Interval 74-80 Pag. 166-172 
 
11- Carl Arnold. A Theory of Living Functioning 1944 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 3 Number 
1 1944 
Interval 22-42 Pag. 17-37 
 
12 Notes Editorial. Rational and Irrational Discussion of Orgone Biophysics 1944 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 3 Number 
1 1944 
Interval 79-84 Pag. 74-79 
 
13 Theodore P. Wolfe. The Stumbling Block in Medicine and Pshichiatry 1942 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 3 Numbers 
2 3 1944 
Interval 69-91 Pag. 175-187 
 
14 Wilhelm Reich. Anorgonia in the Carcinomatous Shering Biopathy 1944 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 4 Number 
1 1945 
Interval 3-35 Pag. 1-33 
 
15 Notes Editorial. Cold Facts. Orgone Accumulator 1945 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 4 Number 
1 1945 
Interval 102-102 Pag. 100-100 
 
16 Notes Editorial. Free Love 1945 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 4 Number 
1 1945 
Interval 106-106 Pag. 104-104 
 
17 Notes Editorial. Orgonotic Contact. Letter from a Reader 1945 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 4 Numbers 
2 3 1945 
Interval 81-82 Pag. 203-204 
 
18 Wilhelm Reich. Fron the History of Orgone Biophysics 1947 
McF 207 Annals of the Orgone Institute, Number 1. 1947 
Interval 58-67 Pag. 108-126 
-------------------------------- 
-------------------------------- 
Orgone Energy Bulletin 
------------------------------- 
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Orgone Biologics  
------------------------- 
01 James A. Willie. The use a Male Dummy in Medical Orgone Therapy 
McF 209 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 1, No. 2. Apr. 1949 
Interval 9-13 Pag. 61-69 
 
02 Notes. A Psichoanalytic Dilema and Bionous Disintegration in Wood 1940 
McF 209 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 1, No. 2. Apr. 1949 
Interval 21-23 Pag. 85-88 
 
03 Editorial. Public Responsability in the Early Diagnosis of Cancer 1949 
McF 301 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 1, No. 3. Jul. 1949 
Interval 11-14 Pag. 110-116 
 
04 M. S Reviews. Harper & Brothers 1949 
McF 301 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 1, No. 3. Jul. 1949 
Interval 26-27 Pag. 141-142 
 
05 Walter Hoppe. Further Experiences with the Orgone Accumulator 1950 
McF 303 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 2, No. 1. Jan. 1950 
Interval 11-13 Pag. 16-21 
 
06 Helen E. McDonald. Wilhelm Reichs concept Cancer Biopathy I 1950 
McF 305 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 2, No. 3. Jul. 1950 
Interval 18-21 Pag. 124-130 
 
07 Orgonomie and Chemical Cancer Research. A Brief Comparacion 1950 
McF 305 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 2, No. 3. Jul. 1950 
Interval 25-27 Pag. 139-142 
 
08 On The Record. Wilhelm Reichs Priority in Cancer Test 1950 
McF 306 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 2, No. 4. Oct. 1950 
Interval 35-35 Pag. 220-221 
 
09 Reviews. Correction Regarding a Control of Reichs Cancer Experiments 1950 
McF 306 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 2, No. 4. Oct. 1950 
Interval 36-37 Pag. 222-224 
 
10 Wilhelm Reich Cancer Ceells in Experiment XX 1950 
McF 307 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 1. Jan. 1951 
Interval 3-4 Pag. 1-3 
 
11 Orgone Biologics. Ruler to Follow in Basic Research 1951 
McF 307 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 1. Jan. 1951 
Interval 34-35 Pag. 63-64 
 
12 Wilhelm Reich The Leukemia Problem Approach 1950 
McF 308 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 2. Apr. 1951 
Interval 10-12 Pag. 76-80 
 
13 Simeon J. Tropp. Limeted Surgery in Orgonomic Cancer Therapy 1950 
McF 308 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 2. Apr. 1951 
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Interval 12-16 Pag. 81-89 
 
14 On The record. Life in Russia, Cancer Research and Stromy Social Weather 
1951 
McF 308 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 2. Apr. 1951 
Interval 28-29 Pag. 112-115 
 
15 Wilhelm Reich Armoring in a Newborn Infant 1950 
McF 309 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 3. Jul. 1951 
Interval 3-13 Pag. 121-138 
 
16 Archives of Orgone Institute. Wilhelm Reich on the Road to Biogenesis (1935-
1939) 
McF 309 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 3. Jul. 1951 
Interval 17-25 Pag. 146-162 
 
17 Michael Silvert. On the Medical Use of Orgone Energy 1952 
McF 311 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 1. Jan. 1952 
Interval 27-29 Pag. 51-54 
 
18 ElsWorth F. Baker. Genital Anxiety in Nursing Mothers. 1952 
McF 311 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 1. Jan. 1952 
Interval 11-17 Pag. 19-31 
 
19 Arthur Steig. Orgone Energy Metabolism 1952 
McF 311 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 1. Jan. 1952 
Interval 29-31 Pag. 54-58 
 
20 Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Diagnosis of Cancer Biopathy 1952 
McF 312 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 2. Apr. 1952 
Interval 2-34 Pag. 65-128 
 
21 Ola Raknes. Letter to Reich (1950) 1952 
McF 314 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 4. Oct. 1952 
Interval 21-25 Pag. 207-214 
 
22 On the Record. Clarifications 1952   
Orgone and energy in the Brain, Emotionally Positive and Promise Cancer Cure  
McF 314 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 4. Oct. 1952 
Interval 26-28 Pag. 217-221 
 
23 Elsworth F. Baker. A Grave Therapeitic Problem 1953 
McF 315 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 5, No. 1,2. Mar. 1953 
Interval 32-37 Pag. 60-70 
 
24 Kenneth M. Bremer. Medical Effects of Orgone Energy 1953 
McF 315 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 5, No. 1,2. Mar. 1953 
Interval 37-44 Pag. 71-84 
------------------------------- 
------------------------------- 
--------- 
CORE. 
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----------------- 
Orgone Biologics 
----------------- 
01 Robert A. McCullough. Antibiotics Cloudseeding and Life Energy 1955 
McF 318 CORE. Vol. 7, No. 1,2. Mar. 1955 
Interval 22-25 Pag. 40-46 
 
02 Eva Reich. Early Diagnosis of cancer of the uterus 1943 
McF 318 CORE. Vol. 7, No. 1,2. Mar. 1955 
Interval 25-28 Pag. 47-53 
 
03 Bernard Grad. Willelm Reichs Experiment XX 1955 
McF 319 CORE. Vol. 7, No. 3,4. Dec. 1955 
Interval 19-25 Pag. 130-143 




